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Date:

Time:

Venue:

2nd Council Meeting Minutes

March 26, 2014 (Wednesday)

7:30 p.m.

Present: Officers:
Derek Zen — President (DZ)

Leo Cheung — Vice President (LC)
Pearlie Chan — Secretary (PC)

Christopher Leung — Treasurer (CL)

Council members:
Arthur Lau (AL)
CC Wong (CC)
Charlie Lee (XL)
John Tsang (JT)
KF Mak (KF)
Ronald Hui (RH)
Tony Lau (TL)
WK Lai (WK)

Unit 1103, 11/F, East Ocean Centre, 98 Granville Road, TST, KLN, HK

Item

Content

When

Action

Adopt minutes of last meeting.

Matters raised in last meeting (by minutes order):

a) KF has submitted the captain’s report for Wuhan Youth
Championships. PC to remind WC Li to submit the captain’s
report for the 2013 World Senior Team Championship latest by
end of March 2014 otherwise subsidy will not be provided for his
participation in the Bangkok TD seminar in April.

b) LC to approach HK Airline for youth team sponsorship

¢) KEF to propose the sponsorship scheme for youth and girl’s team

PC

LC
KF
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4i

4ii

4iii

4iv

5i

Sii

Siii

d) RH checked that Fukien Club couldn’t provide venue for

organizing the Triangular Interport Trial

Financial Affairs:

The latest bank balance is around HKD577K after paying deposit for

intercity.

Internal Affairs:
HKCBA website revamp: Programme ready for testing around end of
March.

Intercity update: Brian Senior will be the editor for the daily bulletin. Up
till now 2 teams registered. Regarding sponsorships, LCSD will subsidize
not more than HKD250K.

Bell Tam and DZ have agreed to donate HKD20K and HKD30K to
HKCBA.

Subsidies for Bangkok TD Seminar participants: Total 5 participants will
join the TD Seminar, they are: Amanda Cheng, Jerome Cheung, Kelvin
Yim, Charlie Lee and WC Li. Out of the 5 Council has agreed to
sponsor/subsidize Amanda, Charlie and WC Li as both Jerome and Kelvin
had attended similar seminar in Bali before and had received subsidies
from HKCBA. HKCBA will provide HKD1K subsidy to Amanda to cover
3 days of hotel fee during the TD seminar (as she will be covered with air
ticket and hotel charges for the other days while she will be working for
the Bangkok Bridge Festival. Upon passing the TD exam in the seminar
HKCBA will give her additional HKD1K. For Charlie and WC Li,
Council agreed to subsidize them each with HKD3K to cover flight and
hotel expenses and additional HKD1K each for passing the TD exam in
the seminar (WC Li will only receive subsidy if he submit the World
Senior Team captain’s report by end of March 2014)

Asia Cup: LC will attend the delegates’ meeting on June 12

External Affairs:

Asia Cup Registration: Done, names submitted to organizing committee.

APBF 2015: will be held in Bangkok in May. Youth championships will
be held in April.

APBF Congress 2016: to be held in Taiwan (tentatively in Kaohsiung)
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Siv

Sv

6i

6ii

6iii

6iv

6v

during summer time.

HK Airline issue: LC to follow up.

Funding from LCSD/SF&OC for part-time staff: LC to follow up whether

they can reimburse directors’ fee rather than providing part-time helpers.

A.O.B.
Auditor Fee: will increase from HKD3,500 to HKD4,750.

CL proposed to write off previous year’s account receivable of approx
HKDA40K and account payable of approx HKD62K, the net amount after
write off is HKD22,028. Council approved.

Interport Trial: try to book Mariner’s Club for May 1 and May 6 for the
trial depending on availability of venue. If not possible to book for 2 days
will finish the trial in 1 day.

Next month HKCBA events’ promoters: RH & XL

RH and XL will speak to Edmund Tse to sponsor 3 teams from Post

Secondary to join intercity rather than giving money sponsor.

The next council meeting will be held on April 30, 2014.

LC

LC

AL

RH & XL




Date:

Time:

Venue:

3rd Council Meeting Minutes

April 30, 2014 (Wednesday)

7:30 p.m.

Present: Officers:
Derek Zen — President (DZ)

Leo Cheung — Vice President (LC)
Pearlie Chan — Secretary (PC)
Christopher Leung — Treasurer (CL)

Council members:
Arthur Lau (AL)
CC Wong (CC)
Charlie Lee (XL)
KF Mak (KF)
Ronald Hui (RH)
Tony Lau (TL)
WK Lai (WK)

Apologizes:

Council members:
John Tsang (JT)

Unit 1103, 11/F, East Ocean Centre, 98 Granville Road, TST, KLN, HK

Item Content When | Action
1 |Adopt minutes of last meeting.
2 |Matters raised in last meeting (by minutes order):
e) LC to approach HK Airline for youth team sponsorship LC

f) KF proposed HKD4K subsidy for each youth and girl’s team

members for the 2014 Asia Cup Championships (total 19

participants including NPC). Council agreed to provide a basic

subsidy of HKD3K for each member, if they overall rank 3rd in

their series they can get an additional HKD500, if they overall

rank 2nd in their series they can get an additional HKD1K and if
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4i

4ii

6i

6ii

they rank Ist overall they can get an additional HKD2K subsidy
each.

g) LC to follow up with LCSD/SF&OC re: funding for part-time
staff. He will ask them whether they can reimburse directors’ fee
rather than providing part-time helpers.

h) RH & XL will speak to Edmund Tse to sponsor 3 teams from Post

Secondary to join intercity rather than giving money sponsor.

Financial Affairs:

The latest bank balance is HKD634K.

Internal Affairs:

HKCBA website revamp: refer to the Progress Report dated April 30,
2014. Next meeting invite Alan Sze to join to provide further update.

Intercity update: HSBC sponsorships (HKD50K) to be confirmed.

External Affairs:
Nil

A.O.B.

Second hand Bridgemate for sale: there isn’t enough stock for sale.

Senior Team withdrawal from Asia Cup: PC to inform the organizing
committee that one of the China Hong Kong Senior Team (York Liao’s
team) will be withdrawing from Asia Cup due to health issue of one of the
team members but they were unable to find another substitute. PC to
remind York and his team that they are obligated to join the event once

they have registered in normal circumstances unless there’s an emergency.

The next council meeting will be held on June 11, 2014.

LC

RH & XL

PC




2 Asia Cup

Participation in Asia Cup

HHEE 2N Asia Cup ] Open Team LU E, SR BRI, BI&AT LSRR 2 ol F,
MR R BT PN, [FReAR FE AT A BT A R, O E N0 CR DY, AR & —4F%
INE

AL, HIRBAEARIMNE R TR LR EEEEHE, THELRR, BB
2 441% 72VP, SHSG M PIE IR FEE N R 98VP, TEEE R 2 UGB BIBIMEX, 4
PL50:3, 42:18 JEf5. BIFEIBAGNIEA BRIEE Lo B R R o B4R TN X .

It was a very happy matter to have the opportunity to take part in the Open Series of the 2"
Asia Cup Brige Championships held in June 2014 because we could meet many Asian experts.
They represented the Asian level and they knew our limitations. However it is not easy to

improve our “limitations”.

You would be surprised that China’s Ladies Team (CLT) could not become the Champion at
the end of the whole Competition. After Round Robin 1 and Round Robin 2, CLT came 1%
and had won:

e 72 VPs more than that of the Team which came 2". and

e 98 VPs more than that of Australia’s Ladies Team (ALT).

CLT met ALT twice before and won 50:3 and 42:18 respectively. CTL chose ALT as their
opponent in the knock-out match. 1 don’t know which boards caused CLT to lose to ALT.

WNERAEE 2~ AN HDE.

Let us watch the conditions in the Open Series.

(D FnEBER R AMAEEH, Akl f 20 MEEHE 2. FATE SRR,
PR At — ARG ?
Most people would unlikely expect that Singapore’s Open Team (SOT) would become
the Champion of the Open Series. Let us see their treatment of hands. Would you have

the same treatment?

BN AEN JEBX I EE S 2 Bl SOT versus Indonesia’s Open Team (IOT), Board 2 of the
Final Competition:

R IRV, +F If you are West, holding:



#2
E/NS

AaT876532
vQ

¢ 32

%863

HEF|NE  You heard the bidding:

A% N E S
le le

?

PROREAG? DA Z U RRAREE RS, @A, Bk, ARPURIETEER & Ay,
Would you bid? Based on high card points, one would not bid. In reality, the Indonesia’s

player who sat West passed.

\\ N E S

le lv
Pass INT Pass 3NT
Pass | Pass Pass

R, H5l 3Wme, INTRESITH, 55, ALAUKHINEEREN 3v, RRaE,
The result: First lead 3 rounds of &, 3NT was easily made. At the other table, the Singapore’s
player who sat West bid 3%, to show the # suit.

\\ N E S

le lv
3v Pass 36 Pass
Pass | Pass

4 34 2, {H 11 IMP.  The result was 34 down 2, but won 11 IMP.

4 X} S The 4 hands are:

#2 A Q4
E/NS vJ]53
¢ KQIJTS
&J52
AaT876532 aJ
vQ vAT62
¢ 32 8764
%863 &«AKT9
A AK9
vK9874
¢+ A9
Q74 9




Board 44

#44 A Q43
W/NS v9842

¢63

«J954
a KT 92
vAQIJ75 vKT63
¢ J42 ¢ KQT97
K83 Q2

AAJB8T765

'__

¢ A8B5S

«AT76

BN AL R PGREIY S The bidding was as follows when the Singapore’s players sat
East-West.

w N E S
INT Pass 28 Pass
2v Pass 4e Dbl
Pass Pass Pass

H5le6, F L eA, [Hle, BITH. WFEES 18, AR
71 RAFTE 3w, B4, AMER 6IMP, IFE @ 10IMP.

First lead the ¢ 6, South placed the ¢ A and returned a ¢, 4¥ X was made. If South ducked the
1*' round, the contract could never be made.

3w was reached at the other table and just make. IOT should have won 6 IMPs but had to lose
10 IMPs instead.

MU R EESRAE AR, SRS TTRT S B A REAT . ENJEBR A R Z Rk R&, 5 201 R T 2
Y f

Even though the bidding was very aggressive, it was necessary for the defending side to make
mistakes before you could make your contract. IOT had also many aggressive bids. Below

are two examples:
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Board 41

#41 aQ3
N/EW vT9o76
¢+ KJ87
&®A76
a K854 AAJOT6
vQJl43 v --
¢T532 +96
*9 &«JT8532
aT2
vAKS852
¢ AQ4
«KQ4

EfJE R AL G RF YRR The bidding when IOT sat East-West:

w N E S

1le Pass 1v
Pass 2v 24 4e
44 Pass Pass Dbl
Pass Pass Pass

HA R ALR) % /& 3-3, &% 2-2 70, AaAEESER. AT 6 70h, 722 FE i 2a, 152
REFII B, 5 S np

As North-South’s &s were 3-3 and #s 2-2, 44 was not difficult to make. East had only 6
HCPs but he overcalled at the 2 level by 2a and he got a good return. The bidding at the other
table was:

w N E S

Pass Pass lv
Pass | 2& Pass 4e
Pass | Pass Pass

FRAZMMURE, 5506, AvEBEHATH. W REEAK S ERMH, BHRER, HERR 15
IMP. East has not participated in the bidding. First lead a ¢ and 4% was made. It shows that
it is not easy to make the first lead correctly. IOT won at both tables and got 15 IMP.

11



Board 24

#24 aQ873
W/Nil vT
¢JT863
«K54
aKJ AA965
vAKQS875 vJ]642
¢754 ¢ AK9
%93 & A8
aT42
v93
¢+ Q2
«QJT762
w N E S
lv Pass 2NT 3%
Pass 4% 4e Pass
ANT Pass S5& Pass
6w Pass Pass Pass

FTHAHEE, B5le, «AEME, FH2@mit, Ee, BiThEe, RAEH 3 e, 3
Az, SRR —HE A, JEEafe 23, A5 K.
B BAELE 4w, B§ 11IMP.

The play was no difficult. First lead a %, A held, drew 2 rounds of trump, gave a &%, and the
defending side returned a ¢. You only need to play 3 rounds of # and ruff the 3™ round and

then continue to play trump. North is squeezed in both # and ¢ and the contract can be made.

4v was reached at the other table, lost 11 IMP.

WEEH 4 B, MHESL (28 3NT, 2548, EEMEEELL i, e
ERCA MR, (R EDJE B ER U AT R AR A A& BRI 0 LD, 18 A i 40IMP 1Y
AN BARFINBERP; 135: 70,

I watched 4 boards: same contracts (two 3NT and two 4S) and even same 1% leads. SOT
made the contracts while IOT failed (because IOT’s play was not in accordance with the actual
distribution of cards). These caused a net difference of 40 IMPs. In the end, SOT won IOT
135 : 70.

(2) thFHTHBEAIRBIRIR 1R, B BIRA A5 8, P RE AERL HEZWR
REBFIAM A B0, T2 #, AFERa e A REAE! (F
Ry B S MBEART)y, BAIMBE K FAA — 125D

Perhaps, players’ condition is in the low ebb sometimes. It was unexpected that China’s Open
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Team (COT) came 8". However, if you have watched our (Macau’s Open Team (MOT))
match with COT, you would see that COT had not bid slam for the following two boards.
Were they in bad form at such time?  (They are certainly better than us in terms of both
strength and basic skills) .

#20 AAQ9
W/AIll vAQ6

¢ AK32

Q96
aT4 AJ65
vJ9o43 vK75
¢+ QT984 ¢J765
&54 & KT8

AaK8732

vT82

‘__

&®AJT732

TE R R 2 ILEOHE ) 6NT . HITIF1E 44,
For this board, the North of MOT became the declarer of 6NT while COT stopped at 4 4.

Board 26 #26 AAQT643
E/All vQ
¢ AKQ4
&84
aKJ5 A972
vo2 v8763
¢JTO2 75
«QJ62 &A975
a8
vAKITS54
863
«KT3

BT B EOHE 6w, MBFSELE 4w WEREy, BiFHAS 33 77, (He LI 63, &
FOLIE AL U o

The South of MOT became the declarer of 6% while COT stopped at 4¥. If we just count
HCPs, we have less than 33 HCPs jointly. However, we can win 6 ¥ tricks. The game of

bridge depends on the number of winning tricks.
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X BEARKERE
Trial for US Representatives

2014 4 5 HEB#EK USAL 5 2SS ES AN REER 2 R AR Nickell
%1 Diamond B, JL4T 120 @lf#, 4% 5% Nickell BXLL 270: 262 Bk . & 7 iTEIRR R .
& H Rodwell 1955, FRIYAEAL 60% %5, A 20% MR E R E B . WA HET
MEVIRIS0T, (HEE 2R P o A [ R 431«

In May 2014, there was a trial for USA1 Team to participate in the World Competition in 2015.
The two teams which entered the final competition were the well-known Nickell team and
Diamond team. They had to play 120 boards. The result was Nickell won 270 : 262 marginally.
Both teams have done very well. Borrowing Rodwell’s words, bidding and first lead are 60%
and 20% of the game respectively. I do not have accurate statistical figures but I wrote below

some relevant examples in the final competition:

(1) FEMRIYFE  Aggressive bidding

# 20
W/Al
AaAJ82 a K
vJ]9743 vAKTS
¢ - ¢KJT952
«KT72 %93
W N E S
Pass | Pass le Pass
lw Pass 3v Pass
34 Pass 3NT Pass
4% Pass 4e Pass
5¢ Pass 6v Pass
Pass | Pass

PEANIUIE AR, ARMS BAPTRE ACRE R AR, AN ey 2] 6w . ERZIRE S K Meck-well 1714
e 1e2 10-15 70, 3vErzEn, BERUERR, Mminn 3s, AEHEAEIAZ,
W 4wif A0y e - SBRMELAIRAFE. 3NT, 4071, SefEZL o8I, HHI
faA, «K, FHeA, JEZHM. KABEZMEL, thiAHRTACRE ¢ HEFM
BRTE RN, EBRRESL 6v.

14



West has not opened bid. I believe that most bridge friends holding East’s hand would not bid
6v. However, if you watch Meck-well’s bidding: 14 is 10-15 points and 3% should be a
forcing bid. Now, East is the Captin, West cuebid 34. One should not just bid 4% due to
lack of strength and not cuebid # -- this is the biggest problem of our bridge friends. 3NT,

4 ¢ relay.5 ¢ should be void in ¢, else with a4 A, &K, if with ¢ A, should have open bid. With
so much information, East does not care about the adversity of his long ¢ facing partner’s void
and still goes on to bid 6¥ . .

H5le, TITWAREE, ERHTFe, B 1HvA, #e, aK, e, aA #Ha, Ka,
TERNZEE 3 limeR:, oA EKT, MHEMILMYZE2-2 20, REZSWE 12 8.
G REES B, BT 23 4, REREGERNE.

First lead a ¥. The declarer play is not difficult — to develop dummy’s ¢, i.e., ¥ A at trick 1,
ruffa ¢, &K, ruff another ¢, &Atodiscarda &, ruffa &, on ruffing the 3" round of ¢,
¢ Adropped. As the distribution N-S’s ¥ is 2 — 2, it is very easy to win 12 tricks. For those
bridge friends who only rely on points, it is hard to imagine that they would bid a slam with 23
points jointly.

Fi BB, AEAT Ak

The bidding at the other table was very similar to that of our ordinary brige players:

w N E S
Pass | Pass le Pass
lv Pass 4v Pass
Pass | Pass

{Hiigr 13IMP. PUZKK#/&: The bidding caused the loss of 13 IMPs. The 4 hands are:

#20 aTS53
W/Al v86

¢A76

&*AJ654
AaAJ82 a K
vJ]O743 vAKTS
¢ - ¢ KJT952
«KT72 %93

AaQ9764

vQ2

+Q843

Q8
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(2) AR —HIMFEMIYEE  Let us see another example of aggressive bidding

#6 # K973

E/EW vA4
¢QJ542
Q4

#ATS8S
vKT7
¢+ K
*AKJT7

b2 Nickell BX) Weinstein Al Levin Re 04 i
The bidding when Weinstein and Levin of Nickell team sat N-S:

W N E S
Pass 1

Pass le Pass 2NT
Pass | 3w Dbl 4&
Pass | 44 Pass ANT
Pass | 5w Pass 54
Pass | Pass Pass

3vitatE, HHAIED - A KaQIk, {¥1E 56, LIFEH. GE Y - HH:
3v means & suit. When South knows that they are short of an Ace and the 4Q, he stops at
Sa. This appears to be reasonable. Let us see the bidding at the other table::

W N E S
Pass 2NT

Pass 3% Pass 34
Pass | 4w Dbl 44
Pass | 4NT Pass S5v
Pass | 6NT Pass Pass
Pass

ALFNE oM A PHE TR, A B e, REAKE B, #RAFFEREMIE] 6NT. 1RFH
iR, &—ie, #BLOA 11EL, BME 7RG, FE DM

North knows that it is not possible to make 64, but he hope that his s can have more winning
tricks and so he aggressively bids 6NT. When you see both hands, after giving a ¢, you can

have 11 tricks already. One of the conditions for making a squeeze is present. Let us see the
4 hands:

16



#6 A K973
E/EW vA4

+QJ542

«Q4
AaQJ6 a42
v86 vQJ9532
¢A8763 ¢TO
%963 & 852

AATS8S

vKT7

* K

&« AKIJT7

TEEG v, vK1G, HeK, feQ, ¢Q, HUIMIZrE, TRITM SKvaifihi#l, #H
4 R -

In the real play, first lead a ¥, won by ¥K, play ¢K, then #Q, ¢Q, the opponent still ducks
the ¢, you cash all the winning tricks of & and ¥, and each has the following 4 hands

remaining:
# 66 a K97
E/EW v -
o]
& -
aQJo6 642
v - vJ9
¢ A8 ¢ -
& - & -
aATS8
vT
¢ -
.’.__

99 BUEHI T YA LS, VUL 45K, HEZHe8, HIF eI A, &R A1 oA,
i 11IMP.

At trick 9, dummy’s ¥ A wins. Which 4 cards will West retain? West actually discards the ¢ 8,
dummy’s ¢J throws in West. The result is only losing 1 trcick to ¢ A and a gain of 11 IMPs.

(3) HFiEF EREFEMRIIEE  Good luck always accompany aggressive bidding:

# 36 aQT974

W/All vA
¢A9632
*42

a AKO65
vQJ5
*8

£ AKI98 17




T 5LNYR#E  The bidding at both tables:

w N E S
Pass | 1a Pass 2NT
Pass | 3« Pass 3¢
Dbl 4e Pass ANT
Pass | 54 Pass L)
Pass | Pass Pass

w N E S
Pass | 14 Pass 2%
Pass 2¢ Pass 4e
Dbl 4e Pass 4NT
Pass | 54 Pass SNT
Pass | 64 A.P.

TEIAEEGEE 2 K UL 10 4B 1a, Nickell F5 [ Weinstein 7F 56420 5NT, FIE®
H K, 1H Diamond BXIFE, i EAZERE 74, FAEIEEEMR, (HERAS R A

The North’s at both tables opened 14 in the 2" seat with 10 pionts. Nickell team’s South,
Weinstein bid SNT after Sa to ask for K. However, Diamond team’s South directly jumped

bid to 7#. It is really very aggressive but luck accompanies him.

H5lel FleA, HaA, «KHELF«Q, v5HwA, ERA 2 wdh, BB A 3 R

o

First lead the ¢J to ¢ A, play #A, &K and East drops the £Q, ¥5to ¥A, now draw 2 rounds
of trump and discover that East has got 3 trump cards originally.

#36
W/AIl

aTO7

*JO8

A 3 ki, WEFER 2 sRE R, 1 IREKIZ e, A 1 5RAEE R AERINZ 1 ke, AEEE
138, UIHeK TRV, FEFIeK HMZEVE, EHEZKTHK 7a.. B 13IMP.
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You need to draw 3 rounds of trump with 2 trumps remaining in the hand for ruffing a #and a
v. If you want to win 13 tricks, thew K must be with West. The v K is actually with West
and it helps the declarer to make 74 and win 13 IMPs

#36 AaQT974
W/AIl vA

¢A9632

*42
a2 aJ83
vKT62 v98743
¢KQ75 ¢JT4
&«T753 Q6

AAKG65

vQlJ>s

* 8

&« AKJ9S

(4) 1B EMEMRNYFE Still aggressive bidding

#53 o K432
N/NS vAJT753
¢ A8
T

AAJ9
vQ_82
95
«AQB864

NYi% Bidding;

W N E S
1K 2¢ 2NT
Pass | 3¢ Pass 34
Dbl 44 Pass S5v
Pass | 6w Pass Pass
Pass

5 a8, fKika9, 10, aK. EHK 1 Ba, WHEERHK WHEHYK FERELELE,
32, 3 HeQ, «A (FTF Fe), 482 Flel, Vs, RINEH. HXRTHAE
HNG, BBSEURTF EHie2, TERVEA 3 R E . RBIT 6v, B 13IMP.

First lead the 48, followed by the 49, 410 and aK. If you wanttolose 1 & only, East
needs to have the #K, and West the ¥ K. Actually, itis so. Tricks 2 and 3: play the #Q and

19



%A (and discard a ¢ in hand) . Tricks 4: ¥2 to ¥J and win, success is in sight. The declarer
plays very carefully. At trick 5; he plays the #2 from hand , a clever way to cater for the
West having 3 times ¥, and he makes 6%, finally and wins 13 IMPs.

#53 aK432
N/NS vAJT753
¢+ A8
T
AaQT765 a8
v K14 vo6
632 ¢ KQJT74
%753 «KJ92
AAJ9
vQ82
95
«AQ864

(5) FEMRNYRERL S 4T The effect of aggressive biding is good

# 40
W/Nil
aK9753
vo64
¢J94
«JT4
NYf# The bidding:
w N E S
le 1a 2v ?

TRAERE, 55 00, B aFRE SR, MEAG? 1 2e, 3a, 48382402
MR PG, dw BB, PTUARg AL 4a. FEXM PR

You are South with 5 points but with good support in &, do you bid? 24, 34, 44 or pass?
As the cards lie, 4% is cold and South’s best bid is 44. The actual bidding was::

W N E S
le 1a 2v 44
S5v Pass Pass Pass

S5e ANRETEI, JEFIAE Weinstein. $IHRPET R, HRAEZING 4o, EIREFE, Hn
PEHIETRIRERE . 3SR

20



5v cannot be made. The South at this table was Weinstein. For East and West, the best bid is
to double 44. However, they great depth of preemption has increased West’s ability to judge.
The bidding at the other table was:

W N E S
INT | 2o 3e 36
4e Pass Pass Pass

i #& Diamond FX/¥) Hampson, ANEUBWINY 44, PHEAG Y,

South was Diamond team’s Hampson. I don’t know whether West would bid if Hampson bid
4a.

JE 8 Nickell BB 10IMP. Nickell’s team won 10 IMPs for this board.

#40 AAJT64
W/Nil v98

¢+ Q6

%«A875
aQ a82
vK753 vAQIT2
¢ AKT72 853
K32 Q96

AaK9753

v64

¢J94

«JT4

(6) FREEEAR B (JRHIIEHIR%Z) I cite the last example on aggressive bidding (there are
still many examples)

#26 »--

E/All vJ
¢ AKQT87642
£AQ6

PR, BN 16 70 DL ESRAE 1e, FIMEANY, PUTHAREN 1o, BIAERIMR, NAHER?
Nickell F5 Katz ' 6 ¢, PUGAEHGF, HUMEIREFORAE, C4EE1 6 8, B OMFEMFAR A MY
L, BITH) 60 REL T, MALHIET, HUf Passo 75 M

You are North. East opens a strong 14 with 16+ point, partner passes, and West makes a

passive response of 14. It is now your turn to bid. Nickell team’s Katz bid 6, a very good
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bid. Though East held a strong hand but the level had already reached 6. Both he and his
partner had not bid their actual suit yet and it was difficult to judge whether opponent’s
6 ¢ could be made and East chose to pass. The bidding at the other table:

w N E S
1 Pass
le 5¢ Pass Pass
S5v 6e Pass 6v
Pass | Pass Pass

ERM 5e, #00 -{EEE, 6v T 2, {EHE 15IMP.
North only bid 5¢ and it gave West a chance. 6% down 2 but won 15 IMPs.

#26 a6
E/All vl
¢ AKQTS87642
«AQ6
aTO742 AAKQJ65
vK87653 vQT92
*5 *J
T K3
a83
vA4
93
%J987542

WRAREN 2 e, AWK E .
If you have to bid ¢ twice, it is better to bid the higher bid in one bid.

(7) E5|[9fE The issue of first lead.

B OREERE, R IRMAE S, ATRUA 20IMP.LL BRI . AR ARELEL .
It is difficult to have a correct first lead. Frequently, the choice of first lead can cause a
difference a 20 IMPs. Would you like to try?

Board 17
REIRErE, FrevES o

Suppose you are South and you hold the ¥ suit with 5 points:

#17

N/Nil
a5
vKQ87632
¢62

®*T32
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| NYER  You listen to the bidding:

\u4 N E S

Pass Il 2¢
Dbl Rdbl | Pass 2v
v Pass 4e Pass
5¢ Pass 6e Pass
Pass Pass

lasd 16 73 LA E, AEATREAL, 3wigny.
1& is 16+ points and any shape. 3% is forcing.

PRYE TSR ? W RART a5, 7HEEEA oA 50E e A BRI S BE K, H—
SATTE 4o, WU a, {Hig 10IMP.

What is your first lead? If you lead the 45 and hope that partner has # A or ¢ A, then you are
like the experts at the 2 table. The other table stopped at 44 and the 15 lead was also a #, but
lost 10 IMP.

WRF KK kvQ, ¥ 1IIMP. —RiEA 21IMP [ A
If the 1% lead is the ¥ K or ¥Q, you will win 11 IMP. A card makes the difference of 21
IMPs.

#17 aTOo84
N/Nil v54
T
«A98754
AaKJ72 AaAQ63
vIJT vA9
¢ K974 ¢AQJ853
%QJ6 % K
a5
vKQ87632
*62
&T32
Board 42

BREREL, FF
Suppose you are West, holding:
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#42

E/All
AT65
vKTS8
¢KJB8763
® 6

Ny The bidding:

w N E S
Pass 2NT
Pass | 3a Pass 3NT
Pass | 4¢ Pass 4v
Pass | 44 Pass 6
Pass | Pass

3aEeEE, 4o, AR AR SIMRER?
34 is % suit, and 44 and 44 are cuebids. What is your 1% lead?

BFE, ALPHZ Diamond B Diamond, {58, #5REG5FE, W 13IMP. W1 5| o #F
5 13IMP. —iR e 5|, HEAMEEE, H 26IMP [IH AN . 750

In reality, Diamond team’s West, Diamond, first led the ¥8, ended the defence and lost 13
IMP., If his 1%t lead was a ¢, he would have won 13 IMP. The correctness of the
first-lead-card can cause a difference of 26 IMPs. The bidding at the other table:

w N E S
Pass 2NT
Pass 3% Pass 34
Pass | 4« Pass 4e
Pass | 44 Pass S5
Pass | Pass Pass

FUHALAFE, HESl oA, SaMILFEm. @A 4 K
As the side of the declarer was different, East led the ¢ A and 5& was just make. Please see
the 4 hands:

#42 aAK?2
E/All vJ75

¢4

*#QT5432
aT65 a4987
vKTS8 v96432
¢ KJ8763 ¢ ATO95
®6 &7

aQJ43

vAQ

*+Q2

£AKJO98
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A I A s U FR AR RE £T 1, FERRAR (BIRCE 3 MM, Diamond BXLA 262: 257 4HSEH,
368 1) W gk D R

Not all aggressive contracts can be made. When the two teams reached the last 3" board
which was critical in deciding the winner, Diamond’s team was leading by 262: 257.

#58

E/All

a K7 aQJ62
vKJ4 vAQ
¢AJS53 ¢ K96
«AKIJ3 %8765

iE M Nickell B Weinstein 4 P 15 2 SEEAT & R 4 A
Nickell team’s Weinstein sat West and his treatment was more appropriate based on the

distribution of cards.

W N E S
1% Pass
28 Pass 3% Pass
4e Pass 4v Pass
44 Pass S5& Pass
Pass Pass

3a: 45D e, KPR, 4+ cardsin &, minimum

4¢: RKB

de: 1A

4a: HRAE*Q Do youhave £Q

5#: WH«Q  No«Q

HowE, BIREARN R TR, BEEEE Se, BEAEEIME!

In fact, to the aggressive bidding experts, it is a bit surprising that they would stop at S& !

#58 AA983
E/All v8763

¢+ QT84

&9
a K7 aQJ62
vKJ4 vAQ
¢AJS53 ¢ K96
«AKIJ3 %8765

aT54

vT952

*72

«QT42
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N F] 6NT, BUERRAMEL, RERERE, 2 K& Q, XAETEM, 7
A, Nickell BB 13IMP. #x 4% Nickell B BF]. 765 F 2 M ELE, WAFEMRAY 5,
KB EE B, RE Meck-well, VAHTA I8 A FEARNL fE0E |

The other table stopped at 6NT. This time, Diamond teams’ luck was not so good. Without a
long suit and the 2 minor Q were not with South. 6N could not be made. Nickell team won 13
IMPs. In the end, Nickell team won. For experts’ competitions, if you do not bid
aggressively, most probably you cannot win. Did Meck-well bid so aggressively in the past?
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The Hand That Decided It All

- an electric finish to the 2014 European Championship

Samuel Wan

The Stage

The 52" European Championship was held from June 21 to July 1 in the beautiful seaside
town of Opatija, Croatia (11,000 inhabitants). A total of 36 teams took part in this event.
Since a complete round robin would render the schedule incredibly packed, the organizers

settled for this arrangement:

The teams were divided into two brackets of 18 teams. During the Qualifying stage, the teams
in each bracket would play a single round robin. The top 9 teams in each bracket went through
to the Finals with full carryover against the qualified teams, while substantially discounted

scores would apply against the non-qualified teams.

During the Final stage, each team played against the 9 teams in the other bracket and the team
with the highest aggregate score wins. Most participants felt this was a fair enough format and a

reasonable compromise under the circumstances.

Among the favorites were: Monaco, Italy, Poland, Sweden, Netherlands, France, England,
Germany and Norway. In fact, over a dozen teams had realistic chances of bringing home
the laurels. The truly coveted prize for the top six teams, however, is a berth in the

Bermuda Bowl in Chennai, India, in 2015.

Those of you who followed bridge events closely will no doubt be familiar with the
Monaco team. This is mainly the architecture of Swiss millionaire Zimmerman, who
decided to put together a formidable squad comprising international players who were
frustrated by selection politics of their own NCBOs. The Monaco juggernaut is made up of
three pairs — Zimmerman — Multon (a good French player), Fantoni — Nunes (professional
bridge players from Italy who need little introduction: together they are known as

‘Fantunes’), and Helgemo — Helness, a highly-talented ensemble from Norway.

The fancied Italian squad, unfortunately, was haunted by politics. The Lavazza Team
(which included three good players - Bocchi, Madala and Duboin) withdrew in protest to
the selection trials, leaving the Angelini Team (Angelini — a playing sponsor, Sementa,
Cima, Giublio, Versace and Lauria) to hold the Italian flag and defend the title that Italy
won last year. As fate would have it, this diminished squad did not fare too well — they

almost missed qualification and finished a pathetic 14" when the final whistle was blown.
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The Setting

Before the ultimate round of the Finals, Israel somewhat surprisingly led the field with
208.32 VPs, followed by Monaco with 207.89. Third-placed England with 195.05 had only
a mathematical chance of winning the championship. In the last round, Monaco faced
England while Israel would cross swords with seventh-placed Sweden, who would no

doubt be putting their best foot forward.

The Board

With three boards left to play, Monaco trailed England by 26 — 30 imps, but just enough to

pip Israel at the post. Then Board 30 arrived and caused a commotion:

East dealer/NIL
North (Fantoni)
& A1087
v A86432
0 -
% 982
West (Robson) East (Forrester)
& Q92 4 543
v4 ¥ K9
4954 ¢+ KJ1062
% KJ6543 & Q107
South (Nunes)
& KJ6
¥ QJ105
¢+ AQ873
& A
The Bidding

In the closed room, Bahkshi — Gold for England had already bid and made 6% against Helgemo —
Helness. As it transpired, East led a diamond and declarer inserted the ¢Q and there was

thus no need to pick up the #Q.

In the open room, the complicated auction, which was best forgotten (at least by North South),

went like this:
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West North East South

P 1%
3% 3v 4% 44
P 4NT P 5%
P 5¢ X XX
P 5v P 6%
P 6¢ P 64
All Passed

* 14+ heps, 5+ card suit, usually unbalanced

Confusion arose early on when North introduced 3¥. Apparently South took it as a spade
suit while North meant it to be hearts. None of the commentators (some of whom experts in
the Fantunes system) could make any sense about the rest of the auction with speculation
on some of the bids ranging from RKC to kickback. With hindsight, North could have
made life easier for his partner by bidding 6% instead of 64, but remember, the auction was
already on shaky ground and we are witnessing the end of a 10-day ordeal throughout

which this particular partnership had weathered the bulk of the battles.

The Play

While commentators and the 3,000+ spectators on the Internet marveled at these
developments, West led his singleton heart. After all, who could blame him?

Those who were swift with analysis immediately realized this forced declarer into the only

winning line.

Claudio Nunes
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Nunes won this in dummy with YA and correctly played a club to his ace. He then
advanced the ¥Q. East scored his YK and went into the think tank.

By now, the hand was an open book, given Robson’s discard on the second heart. Forrester
knew declarer would stumble into the winning line had he returned a club — declarer would
ruff in hand with #J, cash the 4K and finesse against West’s trump queen. After drawing all
the trumps, he could return to hand with ¥10, cash the ¢ A and dummy’s hearts could be run.

12 tricks in all! Indeed, the trump unblock was not even necessary since spades broke 3-3!

Tony Forrester

What else could be done? Forrester decided to listen to Tim Seres and give declarer a little
rope to hang himself — he nonchalantly exited with ¢J. Declarer took the bait by winning
with ¢Q! Now, he no longer needed the club ruff.

As Nunes pondered over his next play, commentators joked about this Grosvenor gambit,
nicked name “How-stupid-can-you-get” gambit, as none of them would believe a
world-class player like Nunes would fall prey to this.

After what seemed like an eternity, Nunes emerged from his hiding place and played a

spade to dummy’s ace and took a doomed finesse with his #J! Curtains! Did he ever read
Jim Jacoby’s Bols Tips — Beware of bridge players bearing gifts? 1 wonder.
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The Epilogue

The last two boards were tame. Monaco lost 14 painful IMPs on this slam swing and the
match by 27 — 45, translated into 5.4 VPs vs. 14.60 VPs.

This hand cost the Monaco team the championship because although Israel lost to Sweden
by 6.48 to 13.52 VPs, it was just enough for them to pinch first place. This was the packing
order when the fat lady sang:

Israel 214.80 VP
Monaco 213.29 VP
England 209.65 VP
Poland 200.63 VP

Bulgaria 198.85 VP
Germany 198.22 VP

Sweden (2012 Mind Sport Games Champions), despite winning the last match, finished 7%
and sadly, was denied a berth in the Bermuda Bowl.

Congratulations to the Israeli team (NPC: Pachtman, Players: Fisher, Birman, Schwartz,
Herbst, Herbst, Padon) for coming first in this awesome field. As it turned out, it was
Israel’s debut win in the European Bridge Championship, which made it even more

emotional.
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Schedule Aug - Sep 2014

1 - Aug Grand Slam Individual
9 - Aug Open League 2

12 — Aug MP Pairs 2

26 —Aug Invitational Team 2

29 — Aug Paul Jones Pairs 1

2 —Sep MP Pairs 3

6 — Sep Open League 3

12 — Sep HK Open Team 1

16 — Sep HK Open Team 2

19 — Sep HK Open Team 3

23 —Sep HK Open Team 4

26 — Sep Contingent Reserve for HK Open Team
27 —Sep HK Open Team (SF)
28 — Sep HK Open Team (F)

30 — Sep Invitational Team 3
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